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BY WALTER SCOTT. 


—— 


Go you into all the world, proclaim the good news to the wao.e creation: —he who de- 


_ lievethand is immersed shall be saved; and he who believeth not shai ( be condemned. 


Messtan. 


THE KINGDOM OF HEAVEN. 
NO.[ 1. ] 


In its first principles of faith, repentance and baptism the kingdom of heaven 
was introduced in the days of John the Baptist: in its facts and power it 
came when Jesus arose from the dead and sent down the Holy Spirit from 
heaven: but in several other matters, as the union of Jews and Gentiles, procla- 
mation and church-order, it was perfected only under the apostles: it.came, there- 
fore, per gradalim or gradually, and might in this respect be compared, as the 


Saviour said, to wheat which a man sowed in his field, and which grew up im- 


perceptibly, ‘first the blade, then the ear, then the full com in the ear.” This 
explains why John said the kingdom was approaching, and Jesus said it was 
come. In its first principles of reformation &c. it was come when John Bap- 
tized; but in power and spirit and other matters, it was in prospective—and 
only approaching. 

It is asked, Was John’s Baptism Christian Baptism? In answer I would 
say, that it were just as good sense to ask, Was John’s faith Christian faith? 
Or, Was John’s repentance Christian repentance? The reformation which 
John enjoined was the reformation which Christ enjoined; and the faith he re- 
quired was the faith which Jesus required : John required them to believe ‘on Nim 
that was to come,’ and pointed to Jesus as that personage, saying, ‘ I saw and 
bare record that this is the Son of God.’ Now this is the very faith which Jesus 
demanded ; for when the Jews asked him,what was the work which God required 
them to do, he answered, This is ie wae at Sel that = believe on him whom 
he hath sent. 
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But to return to the first question, Was John’s Baptism Christ’s Baptism : In 


relation to it I would ask the following: Did John’s baptism introduce men into 
~~the Kingdom of God? This brings the first question within our reach ; for I an- 
swer, that John’s baptism did introduce those who obeyed it into the Kingdom ; 
now if jt did, then it is a rite or ordinance of that Kingdom ; and if it belonged 
to the kingdom of heaven then it is Christ’s, and if it is Christ’s then the ques- 
tion is answered and the difficulty is obviated. But supposing that men who re- 
pented and were baptized by John, did not enter the kingdom of God, what then 
is to bé done with the following scriptures? How do we dispose of them? 
The law and the prophets were until John; since that time the kingdom of God 
is preached, and every man presseth into it. Luke xvi, Jesus saith unto them, 
Verily I say unto you, that the publicans and the harlots go into the kingdom of 
God before you. How did men press into the kingdom of God? And, How did 
the publicans and harlots show the scribes and Pharisees the way into it? Cer- 
tainly by no other way than by reformation and baptism being commanded to 
believe on him who was to come after, that is, on Messiah. 


Why then were some of John’s disciples baptized over again? No doubt it 


«vas because their first immersion had been administered after the death of John. 
For John’s mission became defunct at his death; and as the Saviour after that 
event, became the exclusive teacher in the kingdom those who would enter that 
kingdom must needs enter it by his authority, all other authority being dead in 
the person of the Baptist. 


The state of the case is this; John was a man sent of God to prepare a people — 


for Jesus by reformation and baptism; the people reformed and were baptized 
and constituted the subjects of a new kingdom waiting for him that was to come 
_ —their Prince; he did come, and was baptized, and also entered that kingdom 
in the way appointed by God the Father: All this is made the subject of a pa- 


rable, in John, x. which shows, that the baptized are the sheep, Christ is the | 


shepherd, the kingdom is the fold, and John the porter. Christ immediately 
took up the baptism of the kingdom and the other principles of faith and refor- 
mation adding to the testimony which is necessasy to faith, increasing the mo- 
_ tives necessary to repentance, and finally, after his resurrection, ordering bap- 
tism from that time forward to be administered in the name of the Father and of 
the Son and of the Holy Spirit. | _ SILAS, 


The following piece by the beloved Alumnus, on Parables, is most interesting 
and instructive. It contains sume fine matter on the subject of the king- 
dom, and is worthy of an attentive and repeated perusal by every student 
of the Oracles. Ep. 


Re 


THOUGHTS ON PARABLES. 
no. 2. 


We have now before us the following inquiry : 

“How does it happen that parables, which, as we have seen, are eminently 
Sitted for illustration and explanation, sometimes not only fail of this, but be- 
come a means of involuing the mind in uncertainty and confusion ? 
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In seeking to explain this. difficulty, we have to observe, that various causes 


may be assigned for such an effect, and we might reasonably expect it to occur 


in any one of the following cases: Ist, Where there is no définilion or state- 
ment given of the subject of comparison. 2nd, Where there isin the mind n 
erroneous definition of that which is the subject of comparison. 3d, Where 
the comparison is applied to a part of the subject to which it was not intended 
subject itself. 

These cases we will now proceed to comfsider more fully ; and as it regards the 
first, to wit, where there is no statement or definition given of the subject of com- 
parison, it is obvious that hese there is nothing whatever presented to the mind, 
to which the comparison can be applied, and consequently there is nothing 
which it can explain: nay, in this case a comparison has plainly the effect of 
confusing the mind by leaving it a prey to vain and uncertain conjecture, and in 
fact, constitutes a puzzle, a riddle or enigma. We have au example of this in 
Sampson’s riddle: “Out of the eater came forth meat, and out of the strong 
came forth sweetness.» ‘This it seems puzzled the Philistines seven days, and 
had they not ploughed with Sampson’s heifer, as he styles his better though cer~ 
tainly his weaker half, they might have wearied themselves seven years bofore 
they could have discovered that strength was made the emblem of a aon and 
sweetness the symbol of honey. 


Symbols indeed are always enigmatical unless we distinctly understand what — 
' they are intended to represent ard being made to stand in the room of the sub- 


ject of comparison, which therefore is not necessarily mentioned, they afford us 
ready examples of comparison without definition. A symbol as we have alrea- 
dy defined it is the object of comparison substituted for the subject; in other 
words, it is an object used for the purpose of comparison, yet spoken of and even 
addressed as though it were the thing or person which it resembles; or to express 
it perhaps more clearly, it is a species of comparison in which the object selected 
for comparison is made to personify that which iscompared. For example, the 
Saviour is compared to a Lamb, and this lamb is used as a symbol, or is made 
to personify the Saviour, so that John, in Revelation, does not say, that “ ix 
the midst of the throne and of the elders there stood” the Lord Jesus, but “‘there 
stood a Lamb;” and again he represents the Lamb as opening the seals, as 
standing on Mount Sion, &c. The Redeemer used the same figure, when ta- 
king bread and wine he said, “‘ This is my body,’’ and “ this is my blood.” 
Herz he constituted the bread and wine tymbols of his body and blood. On 
another occasion, he made his own body the symbol of bread, when he observed 
‘«T am the bread which came down from heaven.” 

This then is what we mean by a symbol, and if we understand those which 
we have just mentioned, it is only because we certainly know what they are in- 
tended to represent. A Lamb is a familiar symbol of Christ, and in: the other 
instances the subject is distinctly stated; and this is no soones understood than 
we can see the greatest force, beauty, and propriety in the comparisons, and are 
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enabled by them to appreciate more fully the character of that which they are 
employed to illustrate.’ But without this information they would for ever re- 
main enigmas. usin the first chapter of John’s Revelation, we read that the 
Lord appeared to John in the midst of seven golden lamps, and that he had 
seven stars in his fight hand. When we are informed infmediately after, that 
the seven lamps represent the seven churches, and the stars their messengers, we 
can see great propriety and beauty in these comparisons, but is it not evident 
that if the subject of comparison were no where stated, they would merely in- 
voive the mind in doubt and uncertainty? And this we find really to be the case 


_ with regard to those symbols which are made to personify something which is 


concealed or not defined. Of this we have an example in the llth chap. of 


| ‘ Revelations, where something is presented to us in the symbols of “two wit- 
_ nesses,” “two olive trees,” and “two lamps, which stand before the God of 


the earth.” Now there is perhaps no passage in the book upon which commen- 
tators have dwelt more earnestly or exercised more ingenuity, and yet to this day 
no one has been able certainly to discover the meaning of these symbols. No 
doubt we would see the greatest relevancy in them as objects of comparison, if 
we were made acquainted with the things to which they apply, but until we ob- 
tain this information, we may indulge imagination as we please, and they will 
still continue to be inscrutable and incomprehensible, a means of producing in 
the mind uncertainty and confusion. The same may be said of other symbols 
in the Book of Revelation, and indeed they seem to be employed for they very 
purpose of concealing the things which were about to happen, until they should 
actually occur, and thus reveal the meaning of the comparisons, by presenting 
the subjects to which they related. | | 

We have then discovered a case in which a comparison however relevant and 
striking, will not only fail to elucidate a subject, but actually become a means of 
vailing or concealing it.. And here we would remark how important it is that 
those who attempt to communicate instruction to others, should pay regard to 
the laws that govern the human mind. There are certain avenues through 
which alone the human mind can be approached, and it becomes every teacher 
to be well acquainted with these, that he may readily gain access to it. As a 
walled town can be entered only through its gates, so knowledge can be com- 
municated to the mind only through what may be termed its portals; and al- 
though in respect of these, various minds may differ somewhat from each other, 
on account of a discrepancy in age, education, prejudices &c., yet there are cer- 
tain general rules applicable to all, and among these there is no one of greater 
importance than this; that an unknown subject, (unless we wish it to remain 
unknown) must be distinctly stated and laid down, before the comparisons em- 
ployed to illustrate it can be understood—in a word, that definition must al- 
Je may be well to observe further, that although a statement of the subject 
must always accompany, it is not necessary that it should always precede illus- 


tration. In some cases, on the contrary, it is with much elegance made to fol- 
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low, as where it is wished to make a sodden endl fiecibild impression upen the 
tnind, or to obtain its previous consent to certain tréths or principles, which from 
pride, selfishness, or some other cause, might not be readily admitted, if the 
subject to which they were to be applied were already stated. When the pro- 

phet, divinely guided, appealed to the king for justice against *‘a rich man who 
had exceeding many flocks and herds,” and yet to feast the traveller, took away 
from the “ poor man”? his ‘* only lamb,” which grown up together with 
his children,” had “ eaten of his own meat, drank of his own cup, and lay in 
this bosom, David’s anger was greatly kindled against the man, and he said to 
Nathan, As the Lord liveth, the man that hath done this thing shall surely die, 
and he shall restore the man four fold because he hath done this thing, and be- 
cause he had no pity.” How striking then became the application of the para- 
ble! How overwhelming'the solemn annunciation of the subject. “ Thou art 
theman!”* Again, comparisons are introduced before the subject they are 
designed to illustrate, for the purpose of exercising the mind upon things, with 


which it requires time to become conversant, and inculcating certain leading | 


truths, which are in due time required to be fulfilled in the subject of comparison. 
The effect of comparisons thus presented is to excite the eagerness of curiosity, 
and engage the faculties of the mind in a close and anxious search for their hid- 
den meaning, while any truths which they may teach incidentally, or which may 
be connected with them, produce in the mean time a lasting impression. Thus 
the Mosaic institution preceded and shadowed forth the Christian, and while by 
the most graphic imagery it displayed its various parts, and exhibited by the 
most appropriate symbols the great sacrifice which was to be offered up for the 
sins of the world, it impressed at the same time upon the minds of men these all- 
important truths—the unity of God, the holiness of his character, his justice, his 
mercy, his faithfulness, ‘the nature and exceeding sinfulness of sin, and that 
without the shedding of blood there could be no remission,—preliminary lessons 
which it required time to communicate, and without which the world could 
wever have understood, or in any degree appreciated the atonement made 
by Him who was the “end of the law,” in whom “the vail was done away,” 
in whom (the ttue subject of comparison) all types and symbols had their ex- 
planation, and without whom these would have remained for ever mysterious 
and incomprehensible. 

If we now turn our attention to the 13th chap. of Matthew, we will find pre- 
sented the very case which we have just been considering; and will per- 
ceive that the first parable, that of the sower, was delivered to the multitude by 
the Messiah, without any statement or definition of the subjects or persons, to 
which it was intended toapply. ‘* He spoke many things unto them in para- 
bles, saying, Behold a sower went forth to sow &c.” But they were not iu- 
formed who was er by “6 103 sower,’? nor of what * the eee" was 


e This affords a striking irehitat the power of Hlustration which parables possess _ 
as soon as the subject of comparison is tated. 
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made a symbol, nor gas there any thing previously presented to their minds to 
which they could @pply thefcomparison of seed fallen ‘ by the way side,” or 
among thoms,” or stony places” or “in good ground.” Conse- 


was the only causes Swill appear abundantly evident when we observe the man- 
ner in which the Saviour expounded it, which was by simply stating what the 


symbols he employed stood for. “ The seed,” says he, is “ the word of God,”* 
the **sower,” he who “sows it;” that whichiféll by the way-side,”’ and 
‘“* picked up” by the “ fowls of the air,”? represents the case of one who “hears 
the word of the kingdom and feceives it not, then cometh the wicked One and 
taketh it away ; that which fell upon “ stony places,” represents the case of 
one who “at first receives the word,” but having “no root in himself’? soon 
withers away 3?—that which fell ** among thorns”’ exhibits. the case of one who 
hears and receives” the word, but “cares” and riches render itunfruitful ; 
and that which fellinto ** good ground.” and “brought forth fruit abundantly,” 
is an illustration of the effect produced by the reception of the word in“a good 
and honest heart.” So we see that however striking the parable may appear to 
us, after we: are-supplied with a statement of the subjects to which its various 
parts relate, it would, without such aid, only serve to embarrass, and confuse the 
mind. In these cases, indeed, definition is to knowledge what eyes are to 
vision; and as the radient noon-day sun would pour forth floods of light ia vain, 
if we were without eyes, or if our eyés were closed ; so the most appropriate and 
beautiful comparison which could be imagined, would uaiess the ming distinetly 
perceived the subject to which it applied, not only fail to enlighten, but actually 
become itself an insoluble enigma, and as difficult of comprehension to us as 
light to one born blind. Yet as the sun is intended and fitted to give light to. 
those who have eyes, and will use them, so a just comparison is eminently cal- 
culated to communicate knowledge to those who are furnished with, or will re- 
ceive a definition.t 


« Mark and Luke : 


+t The question may arise here,why did the Messiah address the Jews in sarabies 
without stating the subject of comparison, or without communicating instruction to 
them? This enquiry was made by the disciples, and the reply was, “ that they seeing, | 
might not see, and hearing might notunderstand.” And this was justice. For “to him 
that has, more shall be given, but from him that has not shall be taken even that which | 
he seems to have ” These self righteous Jews supposed themselves already wise. They 
seemed to have eyes, nay they had eyes, but as the Saviour deciared, quoting the pro- 
_ phecy of Isaiah, “ their eyes they™ had * closed” Jest they should “* see with their eyes,” 
their ears they had stopped “ lest they should hear,” and be converted and healed by the 
Messiah. Their eyes they had closed against the light and their ears would not hear 
the instructions of Jesus, for being filled with speegite of worldly grandeur, and dis. 
tinction, “their hearts” having “ become gross,” they had pre-jndged his character, and 
already virtually rejected him as the Messiah. As, therefore, it would have been fruit- 
less and unwise to have attempted to teach or reveal any thing to those who obstinate- 
ly closed their eyes against the light of truth, so it was perfectly consonant to justice 
and propriety that their pretended wisdom should be utterly confounded by parables 
without a definition. “ Because you siy, we see,” observed the Saviour, “ therefore 
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now tn thé Consideration of the there se in the 
mind an erroneous definition of that which forms the subject of comparison. 
, Here the subject is stated, but is imperfectly or erroneously underftood; that is 
the idea which the mind has conceived of the subject, is erroneous, and conse- 
quently is not.a representation of the trae subject of comparison. The com- 
parison, therefore, not being applied to the true subject, and having ho ligitimate 
application to any otiter, either leads to error or becomes a source of doubt, con- 
ectnre, and confusion. ‘Thuggvhen Baptism is compared to a being born of 
water, to a washing, to a burial and resurrection, these comparisons serve ouly to 
confuse the minds of those who imagine that Baptism is sprinkling or pouring, 
while they appear very fit and striking? illustrations, to those who have a correct 
definition of the term. But the parable which follows that of the “sower,” is 
so, striking au exemplification of this, and has, for this reason, been so long mis- 
understood, that it deserves our. particular attention. It is as follows: * The 
kingdom of heaven may be compared toa field in which the proprietor had 
sown good grain, but while people were asleep, his enemy came and sowed dar- 
nel among the wheat and went off. When the blade was up and putting forth 
the ear, then appeared also the darnel. And the servants came and said to 
their master,sir, yousowed good grain in your field; whence then has it dar- 
nel? He answered, An enemy has done this. They said, Will you, then, that 
we weed them out? He replied, No: lest in weeding out the darnel, you tear up 
also ie wheats “Iet both grow logether until the harvest; and in the time of 
harvest, Iwill say to the reapers, first gather the darnel, and make them into 
bundles for-burning, then carry Ue wheat into my bara.” ‘Thus explained to 
the disciples: “* He who sowed the zood seed is the Son of Man. The field is 
the world: the good seed are the sons of the kingdom; and the darnel are the 
sons of the evil one; the enemy who sowed them is the devil. The harvest is 
the conclusion of tits state; and the reapersare the angels. As therefore the 
darnel ts gathered and burnt, so shall it beat the conclusion of this state. The 
Son of Man will send his angels, who shall gather out of his kingdom all se- 
ducers, and iniquitous persons, and throw them into the burning furnace : 
weeping and gnashing of teeth shall be there. Then shall the righteous shine 
like the sun in the kingdom of their father. [Dr. Gro. Camrse.u’s 
Translagion. | 


: This parable has often been appealed to in justification of corrupt communion. 
When sects have been charged with harbouring in their churches the unjust, the 
ungodly, and tbe profligate, their reply has usually been: * ‘The Saviour himself 


your sin remains.” Again, “ For judgment am I come into this world, that they which 
vec not, might see, and that those who see might be made blind.” And even if he had 
stated the subject of comparison, they would not have received his instructions, for in 
some cases in which he did do so,as in the parables following “the sower’’ where he 
stated the subject, the kingdom of heaven, the result was the same. In a word, they 
had eyes, but not to see—they had ears, but not to hear. Therefore on such occasions, 
the Saviour usually concluded by saying ; “ He that has ears to Aear let him hear ;” and 
to his disciples who were teachable, and desired 10 know the meaning of the parables, 


ae ‘** Blessed are your eyes because they see, and your ears because they 
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declares that the would contain both’ tares and 
wheat, both wicked” and righteous, that these tares or dame must be permitted 
to grow with the wheat, and cannot be separated until the harvest—the church 
cannot be purged until the end of the warld!? This has commonly been rebutted 
by saying, that the tares and the wheat are indeed to grow together, but not in 
the church, for, says the Saviour, * The field is the world.” It is evident, how- 
ever, that neither party have understood the parable; for the comparison is 


plainly between the kingdom of heaven and a field containing both darnel and 


wheat; so that it matters not what the field may be, whether the world or not, 
the kingdom of heaven is fust like such a field; now if the kingdom of heaven 
be like such a field, and this phrase * kingdom of beaven” mean the church as is 
commonly supposed, and that by both parties, it follows, | that the church is actu- 

ally compared to such a field, and that the children of the devil and the sons of 
the kingdoin niust remain together in the church, until the end of the world. Be- 
sides, it is said that the angels will gather the wicked “ oud of the kingdom,” 
and of course it must be admitted that they are now tn tl. But this conclusion 
that the openly wicked (for the darnel were observed as soon as the wheat and 
were quite conspicuous) are not to be separated from the church is too sweeping 
even forthe sects, who do sometimes excommunicate, the parable to the con- 
trary notwithstanding ; and it is plainly irreconcileable with many plain injunc- 
' tions of holy writ, as well as the purposes and genius of the Christian religion. 
Thus this parable has remained a source of confusion, obscurity and error, and 
wholly aes se ag of the want of a correct definition of the subject of com- 
parison! 

But it will be asked, If the phrase ensinot wnder- 
stood to mean the church without involving this difficulty, what does it import? 
‘To this we would reply, that as we have no reason to suppose these words to be 
used in an appropriated sense, we are bound to take them in their common ac- 
ceptation ; and that whatever meaning we ordinarily attach to the word kingdom 
_ or the word heaven, they should be permitted to retain. What then do we mean 
by kingdom? This term usually includes several ideas. Ist, It implies a king, 
as a kingdom cannot exist without a king. 2ndly, It implies subjects without 
which there can neither be king nor kingdom, 3dly, It implies also a territory 
or realm, in or over which the king reigns, and in which the subjects live. These 
three things, king, subjects, and territory, we conceive to be essential Yo the er- 
istence of a kingdom. When a territory is possessed, and the subjects have 
vowed allegiance to the king, we can say with truth, a kingdom exists, if it 
should have commenced but an hour before, and there should be as yet no con- 
stitution, no law promulgated or administered. Yet the administration of Jaw, 
and perhaps a constitution, are to be considered as absolutely essential to the 
subsistence and perfection of a kingdom. Every kingdom too has its manners 
and customs, and kingdoms are distinguished froin each other by these more per- 
haps than by any thing else; at least a peculiarity of manners and customs dis- 
tinguishes nations from each other, more than a difference ia laws, and is a more 
invariable attribute, as some nations possess peculiar manners and customs and 
have ro laws—for example the inhabitants of the Marquesas islands, who are re~ 
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gulated solely by their customs. Kingdoms may be also good or evil, and 
greatly prised and esteemed on account of the hanpiness and privileges enjoyed 
by the subjects, or be disliked or avoided by reason of the tyranny and op- 
pression of the Monarch. For our present purpose, however, it will suffice to 
consider these three essential attributes of a kingdom, viz.king, subjects, and ter- 
ritory. | 
In the kingdom of heaven then we must have a king, subjects, and a territory. 
it will be at once conceded that Curist is the King, Son of the Living God. 
“IT have set my King,’’ says God, “ upon my holy hill of Zion. ‘I herefore 
.— it is called the kingdom of heaven by Matthew, cr the kingdom of God by the 
other Evangelists, being under the government of God in Christ, and belonging to 
God or to heaven. It is also evident that the subjects are those who have vowed 
allegiance to King Jesus, and submitted to his authority. And now where is the 
territory? Not in the moon certainly, not in Jupiter or Satur, Mars or Mer- 
cury. No: undoubtedly it must be upon the earth. But does any particular 
part of the earth form this territory? Is it confined to any of the islands of the 
ocean—to any of the great continents? Is it Jimited to any district? By no 
_ means. Time was when the land of Canaan was the tenitory of God’s king- 
dom among the Jews—they were the subjects, and the land in which they dwelt 
was the territory. But the landmarks of Judea have been broken down, the re- 
bellious subjects have ceased to possess the land of promise, and THE WoRLD— 
the WHOLE EarTH has become the territory of a more glorious and extensive 
kingdom—the kingdom of heaven. ‘Therefore said the Saviour to his apostles, 
Go ye into all the world. * * ® © Therefore said an apostle to the sub- 
jects of King Jesus: All things are yours, the world. * * * ® Therefore 
the saints rejoice before the King, saying, We shall reigr with thee upon the 
earth. Therefore said the Saviour, The field is the world. It is scarcely ne- 
cessary, however, to adduce further proofs of a matter so plain, for the subjects of 
Christ live inf the world, and may enjoy the blessings of his reign in every part of 
it, and the territory of every kingdom is where the subjects live under the go- 
vernment of their king. So we perceive that the kingdom of heaven is not the 
church, and that in this parable, the church is not at all the subject of comparison ; 
in short that it has in reality no more to do with it than Aoliness has to do with 
the Pope of Rome. Being therefore always applied to a wrong subject, it has- 
always been misunderstood, or rather not understood at all; nay for wantof a 
correct definition it has been a means of confusion and the occasion of erroneous 
views and practices. | 
It is worthy, however, of enquiry here, if this parable of the darnel in the 
field, do notapply to the church, how does it apply to the kingdcm of heaven as 
we have now defined it? ‘This inquiry brings us to the consideration of the 
3rd case in which comparisons may produce confusion, viz, where the compart- 
son is applied to a part of the subject to which it was not intended to be applied. 
This is indeed equivalent to applying it to a wrong subject, for, as every parable 
_ relates to a particular subject, and all subjects may be looked at in various points 
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of view, so every parable or comparison has some particular part of that subject 
to illustrate, and will only confuse the mind and lead to error, if applied to the 
_ whole subject, or to any other part of it, than that which it is intended to eluci- 
date. In this respect, a parable resembles a painting, which can give but one 
side ofan object; it may be a front, back, or side view, but it cannot present all 
sides. Or it may be compared to a lamp shining upon an opaque body; it can- 
- not shine upon all sides at the same time, but if one part is illuminated, others 
are leftin the shade. Yet as we can, by a series of paintings, display all sides 
of an object; and as the whole of «:. aque body can be illuminated by sur- 
rounding it with lamps,so every part of a subject may be illustrated by a series of 
appropriate comparisons. Hence the necessity for so many parables to illustrate 
one subject—the kingdom of heaven.* 
To what part then of the kingdom of heaven relates the parable of the darne! 
in the field? Can we apply it to the king? No: this is wholly out of the ques- 
‘tion. Can we apply itto the subjects? This would be equally incorrect; for 
though the subjects might be fitly represented by the wheal, they cannot be sup- 
posed to be like the field, and the comparison is belween the kingdom of heaven 
and a field containing both wheat and darnel. In what particular then we re- 
peat does the kingdom of heaven resemble such a field? Certainly, as it regards = - 
its territory. And this is just the explanation given of it by the Saviour,— 
“+ the field,”’ says he, is, or represents ‘* the world,” which is the territory of that 
kingdom. We can now perceive the whole beauty of the parable. The main 
purpose of it, is to show, that in the lerritory of the kingdom of heaven the 
righteous aud the wicked must be permitted to remain together till the end of the 
world;—that a separation cannot be made sooner; else, as Paul says, ‘‘we 
needs go out of the world.” For, ‘the damel cannot be rooted out, with- 
out tearing up also the wheat:’—if the Lord Jesus would descend in flaming 
fire, with all his holy angels, to reap the “ harvest of the earth,”’t and to take 
vengeance on those who know not God and obey not the gospel, while the rigbt- 
eous and the wicked are mingled together as at present, both being equally sus- 
ceptible of injury, would equally suffer—both would be destroyed. Butat that 
time, says the apostle, the saints “shall be caught up to meet the Lord in the ‘ 
_ air,” and thus be far removed from danger. Till this “ reaping time” has come, = 
however, it seems they are to remain together. And why not? Dowenot 
know that people may live in the territory of a kingdom without being subjects? 
How many thousands live in the territory of Great Britain who are not subjects. b. 
of King William—foreigners, strangers, aliens, who yield no homage, and own 
no alligeance? So is it in the kingdom of heaven. 4s it regards its territory 


* There is perhaps no point or trait in the kingdom of heaven which the Saviour 


has not illustrated by a comparison. It would be both pleasing and profitable to draw 
out an analysis of the kingdom, marking the true application of the parable te its vari- 
ous parts, and tracing accurately every point of resemblance. 


See Revelation, chap xiv. 14-99. 
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every one is in the kingdom of heaven—but every body is not in the church, 
every one is not a subject!—Nay the aliens and rebels are by far the most nu- 
merous, and many false kings exercise dominion ever different portions of this 
territory, and even oppress the people of God, during this the suffering state of 
Christianity, but the time will come when the rightful sovereign shall be revea)- 


_ed, the “ Lord of Lords,” the ** King of Kings,” who is called also the * Bless- 


ed and only Potentate”’—the ‘+ King of saints;”? when he “shall cause his 
enemies who would not have” him to “ rule over them,” to be slain before him, 
and “shall reign before his ancients gloriously.” Then shall the righteous shine 
forth like the sun in the kingdom of their Father! | 

How perfect then, how strikingly descriptive is the parable! How important 
the lesson which it teaches! How joyful the truth which it confirms! Let us 
then rejoice, for this territory is ours—this beautiful earth with all her —_ val- 
leys, and her lofty 


“ Rock-ribb’d, and ancient as the sun;” 


| with all her pleasant islands, andemighty continents, her boundless oceans and 


her winding streams—-with al! her fields and forests, ber fruits and flowers—this 


* world is ours! Thanks be to God !—well indeed may we say, with the apostle, 


“ He that spared not his own Son, but delivered him up for us all, how shall he 
not with him freely give us all things*” 
To return, however, to our subject :—We have seen that sible howd each 


some peculiar point of application, and that if applied to any other, they pro- 


duce obscurity, and lead tuerror. Of this we have other instances in the para- 
bles which follow that of the tares of the field. In the two immediately suc- 
ceeding, the kingdom of heaven is compared to a grain of mustard-seed which 
became a great tree ; and tajeaven which, hid in three measures of meal increased 
until the whole became leavened. These evidently illustrate the great increase, 
from a small beginning, of the kingdom of heaven as it regards subjects. ‘They 
have no relation to the king, territoty, laws, privileges or any thing else belong- 
ing to the kingdom, but to this single point alone, and consequently would be 


_without meaning if applied to any other. The three following parables deliver-- 


ed to the disciples alone, also afford examples of this. In the first, he com- 


, pares the kingdom of heaven to treasure hid in “ a field, which when a man has 
- discovered, he conceals the discovery and for joy thereof, sells all that he has 


and buys that field.” In the second, he compares it to “ a pearl extremely pre- 
cious, which a merchant, in quest of fine pearls, having found, sold all that he 
had and purchased it.”’. In these the only point illustrated is the value of the 
kingdom. For,as we have before observed, one kingdom may be more valuable 
than another, and more to be desired, as it regards the privileges to be enjoyed 
in it, the perfection of the government, and the happiness of the subjects. In 
the third, it is likened to a sweep-net cast into the sea, which encloses fishes of 
every kind &c, which are separated when itis drawn ashore. This exhibits the 


point as the parable of the damel in the field. ofthe 
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dom is as a sweep-net &c. containing good and bad, which are to be separated 
at the end of the world. ‘Then, says he, “the angels” (before compared to 
reapers gathering the damel.from among the wheat) “ will come and separate 
tbe wicked from among the righteous, and throw them into the burning furnace ; 
weeping and gnashing of teeth shall be there.”” Having the subject thus plainly 
before them, the disciples, it appears, understood these parables; and when 
Jesus inquired, “‘ Do you understand these things, they replied, yes, Master.” 

While we are speaking of the error of attempting to apply a parable to every 
part of a subject, while it relates only to a single part of it, it may be well to 
notice another error connected with it, viz. that of seeking to find an application 
for every part of the parable. ‘There are many things introduced in parables, 

particularly when these are drawn out in the form of short historical narrations, 
~ which have no application whatever to the subject of comparison, though they 
are very necessary to the parable itself. ‘These are like the ground or the drapery 
of a portrait, which forms no part of the person or figure represented, but serves 
to beautify the picture and render the portrait itself more conspicuous. Thus in 
the parable of the mustard-seed,it is represented as becoming a tree,and we are told 
that “ the birds of the air took shelter in its branches.” Now what have these 
birds to do with the kingdom ofheayen? Just nothing at all! Spiritualizers, it is 
true, have found many an application for them, and displayed their ingenuity 
in publishing a fine story about the tree being the church and the birds repre- 
senting the Sinners as resting in it, during dark seasons &c. &c. for the parables 
have always afforded these gentry great scope for the exercise of their imaginative. 
faculties. But the purpose for which these birds are introduced is extremely 
plain, being merely to impress the mind more strongly with the fact that the small 
mustard-seed had grown into a large tree; of which, its being capable of afford- 
ing shelter to the birds is adduced as proof, thus constituting the imagery or dra- 
pery. Again; the case of the man who found the treasure and concealed 
the discovery of it, has given rise to many wise conceits, and some, in this day _ 
of “seeking religion’? and “‘getting religion,” have supposed, that, when a person 
discovered where “religion” is to be got, like the man with his treasure, he 
should keep ita profound secret until he has helped himself well. But the kingdom 
of heaven is compared to the treasure, and how greatly it enhances the value of 
that supposed treasure in our eyes, when we are told, that he who found it, was 
so anxious to secure it, that he carefully concealed the discovery until he had 
made the field his own? This is just what we would expect him to have done, 
For had he made it known, some one might have anticipated him in the pur- 
chase and he would thus have been deprived of a treasure, to obtain which he 
willingly parted with all he possessed. 

We come now to the 4th and last case which we have mentioned in which 
comparison may lead to error, viz. where the object selected for comparison is 
mistaken for the subject itself. | 

This case is most likely to occur where symbols are employed, and we have 
several examples of it in the New Testament. On one occasion, the Saviou 
said to his disciples, [ Matthew, xvi.] “* Beware of the leaven of the Pharisees. 
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Ou which they paid, reasoning among thenttel ves, wThis is because we have 

brought no loaves with us,”’ supposing the leaven itself to be the subject of which 
he spoke. But Jesus said to them—* How is it that you do not understand, 
that I spoke not concerning bread, when I bade you beware of the leaven of the 
Pharisees and Sadducees? ‘Then they understood that he cautioned them not 
against the leaven, which the Pharisees and Sadducees used in bread, but 


op pagainst their doctrine.” The woman of Samaria fell into the same mistake 


when she supposed the Saviour to mean literal water when he spoke of “living 
water.” Accordingly she spoke of the well being deep—of his having no bucket, 
and finally expressed a desire to obtain some of that water, that she might never 
be thirsty, nor have the trouble of coming to draw. The Roman Catholics 
also have committed the same blunder, F OF they, wher it.suits their purpose, 
are quite ready to insist “* that the scriptures mean what they say,” and inen- 
deavouring to substantiate transubstantiation are wont triumphantly to ask: 
“Does not Christ say this [bread] ts my body? Yes, we would reply, most as- 
suredly he does!—and just as certainly he says in another place, ** | am bread.” 
Now the same argument which will prove that the bread and wine are the real 
flesh and blood of Christ, will prove that he himself was bread, and consequently 
possessed of neither flesh noteblood. To such absurdities are men driven from 
ignorance of the cgmmon figures and rules of language! 

It would seem then that the phrase “ the scriptures mean what they say,”’ is 
not correct, if when we say it, we mean what we say. For when they speak figu- 
ratively and symbolically they do actually say one thing and mean another; 
and though in order to know what they do mean we must certainly first know 
what they say, yet it is equally necessary to know Aow they say it: that is, 
whetherthey speak literally or figuratively. This being determined, they are of 
course to be understood according to the common rules of language, and just as 
we understand each other. It is therefore more correct to say, * The scriptures 
speak as those to whom they were written were wont to speak—they are in the 
language of men, and age to be interpreted not by the power of imagination, but 
according to the laws that govem language.’>~ | J 

But we must conclude for the present. We trust that we have ascertained 
that parables or comparisons are eminently fitted for i!lustration, and that we 
have sufficiently explained the circumstances which sometimes cause them not 
only to fail of this, but to become a means of involving the mind in uncertainty, 
and like ignis fatui yather to lead into the quagmire of error, than like a steady 
and briljiant lamp to guide us to the firm and everlasting abode of Truth, 

_ALUMN US. 


(<p Will our beloved Alumnus favour us with a third piece ov Parables, 
and iumish us in it with an exposition of the nature of an emblem; how it is 
connected with the thing signified by it; whether it is appointed to do what the 
thing signified should do: whether our attention to the emblem is to be regarded 
as reverence for the subject of the emblem ; and whether there are emb!ems in our 
religion, &c. &c? . By doing this Alumous will confer a favour on many bre- 
thren. _Eprror. 
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cility of the argument we shall 


REPLY. TO MR. LYND. 
(Concluded.) 


Mr. Lynd has given us an exposition of what Ananias said to Paul, and 
boasts of it as an argument of singular weight which men may cavil at; but to 
meet which and overthrow it is, he says, impossible. He asks in his piece 
which I have already published, why I did not attend to it, My answer is, 
that I did not think it worthy of any notice; but least he should imagine that 
our silence was on account of the invinsible force rather than the evident imbe- 
st@own the whole paragraph in which it is con- 
tained and afterwards examine its sey era) parts. hg 


Extract from Mr. Lynd’s Pamphiet. 


“ But did net Ananias say to Paul, “ Arise and be baptized — 
and wash away thy sins?” This language is either literal or 
metaphorical, and we are willing that either horn of the dilemma 
should be taken. If itis literal,then sins are sc mething external and 
tangible, which water can w ash off in the same way that defile- 
ment may be washed away from the bedy. But here is a mani- 
fest absurdity which the greatest idiét in the world can perceive. 
If the language is metaphorical, then baptism is merely emblema- 
tic of our putting away sin, and living a new life. Now the em- 
blem and the thing signified by that emb lem, can never be iden- 
tified, and hence the forgiveness of sins in the act of baptism is 
out of the questio This is an argument which any man may 
cayil at, but to ilk which and overthrow it, is impossible. 


Ist. This language is either literal or metaphorical 

This language! how loose! how indefinite! How much of this language, 
pray? Do you mean the whole of it together? If you do, then certainly you 
are very much mistaken: for surely the word “arise’’ is not metaphorical ; surely 
the word “baptized” is not metaphorical. Was not Paul literally to arise? 
Was he not literally to be baptized? and if he was, as the greatest idiot in the 
world might be supposed to know and ibteetdeden, are not two thirds of the 


words in question used literally? Undoubtedly they are. Wash away thy sins, 


therefore, is the only part of the language in question about which we can with 


propriety ask, Is it literal or metaphorical? Now if it be metaphorical, and’ 


you say it is, what, pray, is it metaphorical of? Is not “wash away your sins” 
a metaphor for “remission of your sins?”? Or is it a metaphor of something 
else? Washing is the object of comparison what pray is the subject which is 
compared to it? What is literally the thing compared to a washing? Is it not 
remission? And does not ‘tbe baptized and wash away your sins” signify 


neither more nor less than ‘+ be baptized for the remission of your sins?? Un-. 


doubtedly it means nothing else. Paul was baptized for remission if he was 
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baptized at all, Peter says so. But the literal remission which was administer- 
ed to him in this ordinance is styled a washing away of his sins in allusion to the 
washing of his body in the pure waters of baptism; nothing wane of pecveteny 2 it- 


self could possibly fai] to see a matter so manifest. 


If the language is then is merely emblematic 
of our putting away sin and living a new life. 

This in my judgment is positive nonsense ; does the meapnglicniiist use of a 
word in regard to any thing constitute that thing an emblem. When Jesus is 
styled the lamb of God, does this metaphorical use of the word Lamb, make the 
Saviour emblematic of something? When Herod was calted a fox, what did the 
metaphor make hig emblematic of? But baptism is not compared to a 
washing; it is literally a washing of the body. Paul says so, “ Your bodies 
washed with pure water.’ It is undoubtedly remission which is compared to 
awashing [sthe comparison not a fitone? When God by forgiving us cleanses 
Gs from the guilt of our former iniquities, is it improper to say he has washed 
G8 from our sins? Surely no; when itisconsidered that water is the emblem 
and the blood of the Lamb the thing signified, the figure is as proper as it is beau- 
tiful. Blessed be the name of the Lord. 

“ Putting away sin.” ‘This is Mr. Lynd’s translation of the Greek word 
aphesin, which is as absurd as it is unauthorized. “Be baptized for the putting 
away or relinquishment of sins!) Whosoever believeth on him shall receive re- 
linguishment of sins!’?? Whata New Testament Mr. Lynd would make were 
he to become its translator! For this absurd rendering of the Greek word he’has 
not submitted a single authority; and yet in the paragraph quoted he has used 
it as if he bad established it by the most undoubted proofs, This is that species 


sophism which logicians style pelilio principn, begging the question. 


But here comes the last part of Mr. Lyud’s paragraph—the irrefragable 
unconfutable, and invincible argument, which men may cavil at, but to meet 
which and overthrow it, is impossible! 


3d. Now the emblem and the thing signified by that emblem can never ¢ 
identified, and hence forgiveness of sins in the act of baptism ts out of the 


question. 


Let us suppose a case; let us suppose that the Governor of Ohio had been 
applied to for a reprieve, and the proper official document came on with the Go- 
vernor’s name thereunto subscrived. Would not his name be merely emblema- 
tical of his authority? Surely it would be nothing more: for you might destroy 
both the document and the name appended to it without destroying the Govem- 
or’s power, who could just as easily frame a second as he did the first. But sup- 
pose the Governor's instrument arrived to reprieve the poor prisoner, and that 
Mr. Lynd or somebody of his turn for reason and interpretation were sheriff 
what would be the result? Would he let the prisoner go? O no, he would 
say. ‘The emblem and the thing signified, this document and the Governor's 
authority of which it is the emblem, can never be identified, and therefore a re 
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ptieve by this act of the Governor is out of the question. This, Reader, is an 
application of Mr. Lynd’s invincible argument to a case in which its immense 
force can be seen clearly. Is it nota powerful argument? To refute it is impossible! 
Now reader would not the document which formed the emblem of the Govem- 
-or’s authority be the very medium, the immediate and adequate medium of the 
poor prisoner’s deliverance or reprieve? Undoubtedly it would. And Iam 
persuaded that in regard to emblems the very reverse of Mr. Lynd’s doctrine is 
true. I am persuaded that whatever is done by an emblem, is done as perfectly 
as if it were done by the thing signified by the emblem. For instance, 4 Lamb 
is in scripture the emblem of the Saviour, and therefore it is made to appear in 
heaven and in the midst of the throne and to open the sevgn sealed book which 
contained the prophetic history of the church. Now whatever the Lamb did 
was done as if Christ had done it who was signified by that Lamb, and so of all 
the other emblems in the Revelation. And so also of the emblematic sacrifices 


¥ 


is Christ; and the people were pardoned when they offered; hence they wen 
called sacrifices for sins, and without shedding of their blood there was no remis- 


sg sion.: And so of baptism; it is, as Mr. Lynd says, merely emblematic of the 
: washing virtue of the blood of the Lamb. Still we are pardoned in it, for 
| whatever the thing signified will do the emblem is appointed to do that thing, so 
| that without baptism there is no remission for the sinner just as without the 
ef thing signified by baptism there is no remission. If then the sacrifices under 
| the law and baptism under the gospel are emblems, they were made emblems to 
H do what the thing signified by them does. Where now is Mr. Lynd’s invincible 
ae argument! Why the fact is he does not seem to understand the purpose for 
no which an emblem is employed and this ignorance of his constitutes the whole 
rt strength of his argument. 
nee | We now close our reply to Mr. Lynd by offering him a fair opportunity to de- 
5 q fend the essential doctrines of his church. Ist. Is the Holy Spirit’s special opera- 
| tion on the mind necessary to faith? 2nd. Is the operation of the Spirit neces- 
4 sary to repentance and obedience? 3, Is there an instance in the scriptures of 
ong any one receiving the Haly Spirit before faith and repentance? 
ul If Mr. Lynd will argue the affirmative of avy of the above propositions he 
i on shal] have page for page in the Evangelist, and I engage to show him that his 
of gospel has not the promise of the holy spirit in it: that he preaches faith without 
a i evidence, repentance without motives, and obedience whout remission. Now 
oat may the good Lord preserve the righteous from error; may he correct the mis- 
aT takes of his saints; may Mr. Lynd, as a professed minister of the church, be led 
fy to see the truth in every thing which relates to the holy religion which he teaches ; 
Aa may the scriptures be read and understood and obeyed until all Christians and 
on all Christian teachers shall see eye to eye: and to God and the Lamb be the 
praise for ever. 
| | WALTER SCOTT. 
i 


_ under the Law, they were figures for the time being of the great sacrifice whi ho | 


ty 
12 
| + 
‘ 


The Evangelist. 


DR. WINANS. 


There are now before me seven letters from Dr. Winans chiefly 
on the subject of the holy spirit. I shall make such extracts 
from them as seem related to the proposition which the doctor 
‘was pleased to espouse; and then make such remarks as may seem 
befitting the enquiry in its present state. - 


March 76k. 

I have just fihished vii the third No- of the Evangelist. I have now pretty 
nearly gained my object. I had verily conceived that God, his Spirit and his Word 
were used synonymously in the scriptures; I am now willing to stop, and hear you on 
the affirmative of the proposition submitted by yourself, viz: “Do we or de we not 


after obeying the Gospel receive the shia Spirit in his proper existence or as the first 
Christians did?” 


March 
* Brother Scott. I will admit and I presume every other body will admit, that God is 
God, that the Holy Spirit is the Holy Spirit, and that the Word is the word; you need 
not use any further arguments to prove'these positions ; but that men and women have 
received the Holy Spirit since ‘the destruction of Jerusalem as they did before that I 
should be very willing to hear you attempt to prove. 


April 12th. 
Brother Scott You say “the Holy Spirit is the Holy Spirit;” to this I agree; also 
‘that such as obey the gospel now receive the Spirit as did the Primitive Christians ” 
Leaving out the Apostles and Prophets the subjects of Joel's prophecy I object notto 


this proposition. Christ told his disciples that his Father would give his Holy Spirit to 


those who asked him &c. a4 


: April 9th. 


Beloved Brother Scott. I fear that even up to the present time we have net under- 
stood each other. I am conscious that you have not understood me; and I shall now 
try to let you know how I have understood you. I have understood you to teach two 
seperate oO; aletract operations—the first of the Word to sinners abstract from the Spirit; 
the second of the Spirit to Saints abstract from the Word. It is these abstract operations 
which I cannot understand. You have understood me as contending that the Word 
abstract from the Spirit moved the Prophets to speak, and I have understood you as 
conterding that the Spirit abstract from the Word moved the Prophets to speak &c. 


ANSWER, 
Brotnuer WINANs, 
I am sure I have not misunderstood you; hear me ®ad 


judge. Then I understand you to have contended by a few arguments that “the 


word is the spirit”? Ido not understand you to have been contending for any 
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kind of operation abstract or concrete. The question was one of identity not of 
operation. Do I not conceive aright of your course? As for myself I have had 
no affirmative before me; I only purposed to examine the number, validity, and 
weight of your arguments in support of the preposition which you were pleased to 
espouse. But it is very possible you have misunderstood me seeing you have 


_ first of all nearly misunderstood yourself. You have now abandoned your pro- 


position as untenable, and admitted that the word is the word and the spirit the 
spirit. Jn doing so you have explained what I meant by the phrase “ proper 
existence,’’ that is you have admitted the spirit is itself and not another thing, 
viz: the word. To receive the spirit therefore in his proper existence is to re- 
ceive himself not the word. The apostles received the word from the lips of 
Jesus; they received the spirit from heaven. 
You wish to hear me on the affirmative of the following proposition, viz: 

_ Do we or do we not after obeying the gospel, receive the holy spirit'as the 

first Christians did ? 


For my sentiments on this subject see my discourse on the Holy Spirit, vel 2, 
Evangelist, No. 2. I believe the doctrine of the scripture in relation to this 


matter is found there. 
Your brother, bee. 
WALTER SCOTT. 


PROGRESS OF THE GOSPEL. 


I have nothing very encouraging dear brother as respects the progress of the re- 
formation in this section. This place is the strong-hold of partyism, but glory to 
God and to the Lamb, we are not discouraged. A four-days meeting closed on 
Monday, the principal object of which, was to call into the field some bold fear- 
less, independent evangelists, fitted and determined to declare the whole council 
of God: Michael Combs, James Ross, and Isaacs, were elected as the indivi- 


duals from whose labours we conceived we should have reason to hope for the 
_ results which we so anxiously desire. 


Greencastle, Ia. SAMUEL TAYLOR. 


To brother Scott and to all the saints in Carthage, grace, mercy and peace 
from God the Father and the Lord Jesus Christ; I thank my God that not- 


“withstanding the zeal of those who oppose the ancient order of God’s house, the 


reformation is gaining ground on all hands: even in places in which there are but 


few additions a spirit of enquiry has been lighted up which, I trust, will never 


be quenched: Some are gradually emerging from error; others having made 
greater proficiency are wholly disentangled from the doctrines and command- 
ments of men. Even the adversaries of the reformation begin to appeal to the 
Scripture, a matter of very recent origin, so that even upon them the light is 
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breaking: eight or ten years ago it was not so. It is beginning to be said even 
by the sectarians that the oracles of God should be the Man of our council ; tha 
we should interpret them for ourselves; that we should understand them to 
mean what they say. 

But if this be a cause of ior, it is still more blessed to behold the children, 
who have been under the bondage of creeds and confessions, set wholly 
free, and coming forth to the light and liberty of the Word of Jesus. Blessed 
be the name of the Lord! 


On the Ist and 2d of this month I attended a meeting in Knox Co, where 


there was a regular Baptist church of forty or fifty members. On Saturday 
evening a church was formed on the principles of the Gospel, and all who were 


willing to be governed by the New Testament were invited to come forward. 


About one half of the old church joined with us; an invitation was given to 
poor sinners, and three caine forward and were forthwith [like the Jailor] bap- 


- tized in the name of the Lord Jesus. Next day two more confessed, and on 


Monday another, making in all six. On the first day of the week we returned 
from the water to break the loaf, and a happier season I never witnessed. 

© “The church in Mansfield has increased to upwards of two hundred members 
in one year. But the disciples are hot so numerous here as in other parts of the 
country. 

May the Lord keep the feet of the disciples in the paths of peace, and came d 
bring | us to where all jarring shall cease. 
Yours, in the hope of life eternal. 


Mt. Gilead, O. JACKSON DOWLING. 


Beloved Brother. I am but a young and tender branch of that vine whicls 
the Father dresses, nourishes, and succours. Ihave just launched, my beloved 
brother, on the mighty deep to buffet the waves of Christendom ; to stem the op- 
position of those who dislike reform; to attack the stroug holds of Satan; and to 
present to the people the ancient gospel in its original simplicity. | 


In Nov. last Lleft Virginia, my native state; there the reformation had made | 
fut little progress: there were not more than five who professed the ancient 


gospel; of whom Martin Slaughter was one with whom also I often had sweet 
communion, conversing of joys beyond the grave: Having been only ten 
months in the kingdom of the Messiah I need instruction from the wise and 


- more experienced. O! may I speak forth the words of truth and sobermess ; 


may sinners be converted; may God be glorified; and may I he preserved 
blameless until the Lord Jesus comes in the glory of the F ather. 

Your brother in the hope of never ending felicity. _ ee 
Jefferson Co. GABRIEL B. MOORE. 
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Dear young brother, 


The Lord bless you; may he cause you to flourish like the 


vine, Read the word; meditate; pray; trust in the Lord at all times, and you will 
grow likea tree planted by the river of waters. Seek the company of the good, the 
_ wise, the aged, and may the God of peace preserve you unto eternal life. Ep 


Mayslick, Ky. Jan. 21st, 1824.—Beloved brother Scott, The soldiers of 
_ Jesus should put on the complete armour according to the direction given by the 
great captain of salvation, and then indeed may we expect success and a com- 
plete triumph. ‘Hold out faithful unto the death, and I will give you a crown 
__ Of life is the good promise.”” O Lord, help us, and enable us and all thy disciples 
to do this, and to thy Holy name be all the praise! 

May grace, mercy and peace be to you and all his faithful followers, from 


God and from Jesus our Lord. Blessed be God the Father of our Lord Jesus 


Christ who has begotten us to a living hope, by the resurrection of Jesus Christ 
from the dead. | | 

And now dear brother in Christ, and beloved in Jesus, let us press on, to- 
wards the mark for the prize of the high calling of God which is in Christ Jesus, 


that we may atta'n to eternal life. O blessed hope! And if Ino more your | 


face should see in this vale of tears, remember me and mine.with all of Goll’s 

children, in your prayers and supplication to our heavenly Father, that we INmay 

be fitted and prepared, and ultimately be received into his glorious kingdom 

above, to join with all the ransomed of the Lord in giving all honour and praise 

to his Holy name through eternity. | * 
ASA R. RUNYON. 


Patis, Tenn. Feb. 24th, ASH. —Brother Scott. Our church here consists of 
forty five disciples. About the first of last November there were but five or siz. 
Brother J. R. M‘Catl, of Lexington, Ky. visited this town about the middle of 
that month; and a with us until near the last of it. He immersed 25 
during that time ; and preached, I think, 26 sermons. Sectarian opposition was 
as usual, very great; and then, and since then, every advantage has been taken 
of what we say and do, to disparage and disgrace ourcause. ‘The grossest mis- 
representations have been made, and freely circulated; and opinions of which 
we never thought, and which we would abhor, have been attributed tous. As 
usual, there has been a mighty union produced among the different sects; 
brought together, I believe, by the principle of opposition, There is but one 
church building in the place, which belongs to the Methodists; and all, Baptists, 
Presbyterians, &c. however widely separated before, now are invited to and do 
preach in it. We are looked upon by many of them as bad or worse than 
heretics, and all this because, as Paul says “after the manner they call heresy 
‘we preach the Gospel.” But sectarianism, when it opposes us, generally digs 
its own grave, in which it will sooner or later be buried. We have already had 
examples of this in some parts of the Western country, Speaking of Paul, | 
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frequently think of what the Jews of Rome told iim, when they met him at the: 
Three Taverns; “ But as for this sect [the Christians] they are every where 
_ spoken agvinst.”? The opposition to us frequently reminds me of that of theSadn- 
cers, Pharisees, &c. to our Saviour when he was on earth. Much as they might 
be’at variance among themselves, they could all unite against Him; and like 
Pilate and Herod, make friends, however much at variance before. ‘The Pres- 
byterians‘are, as usual, among the learned our most violent opposers; and no 
wonder, when our sentiments are in almost every £53 in direct concn! to 
theirs. 

Brother M‘Call sowed much seed whilst here, and if we had an able pro- 
claimer, the harvest, I have. no doubt, would be plentiful. Since he left, Bro- 
ther Giles, from Rutherford Co. Tenn., visited us, and immersed four more for 
the remission of their sins. Several othets previously immersed, among which 
, were some of the Baptists, who have since united with us gpon God’s — 
- make our number what it now is. - 
| © We meet together every first day ‘to break the Joaf;” and  deuptigit sted- 


\fastly in the Apostles Doctrine, in fellowship, in the breaking of bread, and in 
peayers.”? ‘There are many, and I hope, al! of us, who are determined to “ hold 
 » Ougfaitbful to the end,’ and to persevere, notwithstanding all the opposition 


which may be arrayed against us. “May your labours, and those of all the 
Brethren who are engaged in this glorious reformation, be crownéd with success, 
P iby our God “ to whom be glory and dominion forever.’ May the grace of our 


with you. 
Your brother in Christ, 


JNO. R. HOWARD. 

Lexington, March 12, 1834.—Dearly Beloved. May favour and peace be 
multiplied to you, I am pleased to hear of your return from your tour in Va. 
and was greatly interested with the incidents, recorded in the last Evangelist 
that happened on your way; and especially those that took place on board the 
steam boat in its ascent to the place of your destination; such a method of be- 
guiling the dull and sleepy hours on board of a steamer, must be not only 
- amusing but highly profitable ; I think that you ought frequently to take a birth, 


either for the nurth or south if it were only for the purpose of coming in ennibet. | 


with the great variety of persons, that float in these pleasant and social vehicles; 
you will be sure to meet with a tolerably fair representation at least, of all the 
prominent denominations in our country, “ encompassing sea and land’? to ac- 
complish their benevolent purposes. The cabin and deck of a Western Steam 
Boat is an epitome of the world; and to preach the Gospel fully therein is to 
send it to the four quarters of the world. Do then my Bro occasionally visit 
Maysville, the Rising Sun, Louisville and Frankfort, by steam, and try the stage 
from the last place to Lexington and [ will spend a month with you at any time 
in proclaiming the name of our Lord Jesus to the people in these parts. — 

Did it never strike you, my Brother, that the Reformers are falling into the 


Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the influence of the Holy Spirit, be 
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the faith among all the people, and see what will be the result; and as this ig. 


-to all the Holy Brethren. Yours in the Lord, 


practice of thei, Bethren, in the of Religion 
rather than'Religion itself? Are they not too fond of exhibiting the rationale of 


_ the ‘New Institution, and pay too little attention to the institution itself? Did 
‘aman ever believe bv hearing a disquisition, however philosophical and true, 


on the nature of faith? Or did a sinner ever drop @ tear of contrition, make a 

promise of amendment, and actually reform his life, by hearing an oration on 

the properties of repentance? Did aman ever receive the Holy Spirit by mere- 

ly understanding the doctrine thereof? Nay verily: musta Physician give a 

minute account of the nature of the medicines he uses, to his patients, as a ne- 

cessary preparation for their cure? Must I, if sick, understand the philosophy of | * 
a medicine, before [ can recov er? No, I must take medicine. Now, my 
Biother, too much time is taken up in drawing destinctions, debating knotty 
and subtle questiog and spinning out essays like gossamer thread, so fine that , 
they cannot be seen but by a peculiar order of optics. Let our Brethren preach ° 
Jesus crucitied, dead, baried, risen, ascended, as the vail rent, that is say,» 
his flesh; the propitiatory; the High Priest and Apostle of our religion; ag 
Husband, Lord, King, Judge, etc. as the object of faith; that the world may ac r 
Hin as set forth in the word of truth, and believe; let them present 
the Holy Spirit, the resurrection and Etetnal Life as the motives to reform, and 

urge the authority of Jesus, to give sanction to the command for obedience fo 


a day of so much evil news in the political world, it may be the people will hare 
an ear to listen to the good news—the Gospel of our salvation, Preach the 
Word. Lamnot ashamed of the Gospel of Christ &c. Go proclaim the good 
news to every creature. Let these be our motto; let the Word, the Gospel, the 
Good News, be ever on our tongue, when before the World; agd the law of 
Christ there, when ssanding in the congregation of the upright. : 
May the Lord bless you and continue to mike you a blessing. My love, &c., 


JAMES CHALLEN., 


Lavrenceville, Minois, March 23d.—Dear Brother Scott. Anxiotis for the 
extension of the Redeemer’s kingdom, I wish to inform the friends of the An- 


eient Gospel of the situation of the disciples here, and of the prospect of our 


future advancement in his cause. Brother Tremble who has been riding with 
great success and enlighten¢d zeal, through Indiana chiéfly, visited us last sum - 
met, afid on the first Lord’s-Day of September last our pious Father H, D. 
Palmer, and himself organized a church here, numbering about thirty. Since 
that time Brother Tremble has visited us once again; and his pure, lucid, apos- 
tolic elocution , “his devoted piety, and sleepless zeal, bave, no doubt, produced 
a deeply permanent, and highly valuable impression. But the extensive labours 
and previous engagements of this Brother, forbid the expectation of his future as- 
sistance to any considerable extent; and we have already been almost entirely 
bereft of ministerial aid. The primary object of this communication for your 
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paper, is to let the Bredhren know our'rea situation, and we would 
most pitiously set up the Macedonian cry of “ Come.and help,’ if we did not 
hear it so much reiterated elsewhere. But’as this church,»and some others in 
its vicinity are about to languish for 


us. 
We are the main wed leading from Louiaville, Ky. to St, 
Mo. and 9 miles west of Vincennes, Indiana. Our church needs assistaccce. 
posture of affairs at present, is not so good as we we could wish. A 
mentable apathy prevails around, and paftly in the midst of us. Some of our 
new converts can scarcely cleanse their eyes from Sectarian dust. This evil 
was anticipated, Persecution, which we do not fear, however, is raging toa 
considerable extent. But truth ‘ “is mighty and will prevail.” » It needs ex- 


“ His separate troops let every preacher call, 
Each strengthen each, and all encourage all.” 


é Yours in hope of an acquaintance in heaven. ss 
| JOHN 8, HOWARD. 


P.S, Please favour us with your views on the washing of feet. 


A 


é A nswer, 


Beloved Brother —My views of the “ washing of feet” are, that it is a good and charit- 
able deed enjoined upon us by both the precept and example of the Lord Jesus: It is 
placed among the works far which pious women of old were to be distinguished: It is 
one of the benevolent manners and customs of our kingdom, and to be attended to, une 
questionably, on all suitable occasions, It is practised in the fan.ilies of those who have 
deen chiefly instrumental in introducing the present reformation. 

With great respect, 
| Your Brother, 
WALTER SCOTT, 


DEAR BROTHER. 


It is pleasing to know, that in the termination of life's struggle, a rest remains 
for the people of God, that the weary shall find unmingled repose: if in the pre- 
sent state of trial, amidst so much that vexes the Christian, he is the subject of 
joy unutterable, O, what will be the measure of his bliss, when he shall awake 
in the likenessof God! Here, even here, the affections like the arms of the 


cedars of Lebanon, stretch upward to heaven, though surrounded by darkness — 


of. devoted labourers, we therefore 
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etemity shall fall upon the goal, Se thw affections shall live in an atmosphere of 
shall lay hold on the objects of their aitraetion,—joy shall spring forth fresh as 
the mom offspring, when unnumbered dew-drops display the brilliancy of the 
‘diamond on every green thing ;—hope shall anticipate in the future eternity new 
prospects, and still brighter scenes, until the soul, like the eagle, in its upward 
‘flight, and fixing it8 eye upon the sun as a round luminous body, as it advances 
nearer to the fountain of light, still gazing upon the distant object, finds that the 
‘whole heaven of its vision is a sea of glory, a mantle of gorgeous Tight and 
love. That wonderful affection that binds all hearts that can be bound on earth, | 
and that anites.into one all the inhabitants of heaven, to him, who the Spirit 
of truth declares ‘ is lore, when this affection fixing itself for eternity upon all 


- that is amiable and attractive in heaven, (and nothing shall be there but what 


possesses these attributes) O, what the harmony and peace, what the tender- 


- méss and bliss, it will awaken in the soul! its vibrations will be the measure 
-and the music of eternity! On earth we love oar fellows,————the love of 
« Jonathan for David was stronger than the love of women,— and the love 


which Christianity inspires and.cherishes, is stronger than death; but the love 
of the Spirits of just men made perfect, we have not been taught a language 
‘that cam give utterance to,—it is a lovesurpassing knowledge! Wedelight to. 
gaze upon the lovely and expressive face of woman,—we look with admiration 
upon the stately and majestic form of man,—but we have not yet seen the face 
or the form of one nete-born from the tomb—all the members of whose body 
shall be fashioned like unto the glorious body of the Son of God. The face 
Jesus struck with blin§ness the eye of Saul in the strength of his manhood when 
he got but a momentary glimpse of his glory. But it was not owing to any 


thing terrific in his countenance, it was the soul of the persecutor brought in con- 


tact with the purity of the Just One that overwhelmed him—it was sin brought 
in contact with righteousness—guilt with innocence—darkness with light; —it 

was the weakness of a man brought into contact with the strength of Omni- 
potence, that wrought in him such a mighty tempest of emotions! But we ex- 
pec: to see Jesus in the resurrection, and to be like him; the justified shall meet 
with joy the Just One. The illuminated shal] be admitted into the pre- 
sence of him who is the light of the world, and the whole family shall reecgnise 
him <s their elder brother, who is the first born from the dead, that in all things 
he might have the pre-eminence. Blessed be the God and F ather of our Lord. 
Jesus Christ, who, according to his great mercy, has regenerated us ‘o a lively 
hope through the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead—to an inheritance 


_ incorruptible and undefiled and unfading preserved ia tae heavens for us; who 


by the power cif God are guarded, through faith, to the 0. 
be the last tone,’ 


JAMES CEALLEN. 
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